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FOREWORD 


My inspiration for this work started in the middle. 


Having been born in 1962, and sheltered and raised inside Norman Rockwell's 
America, my first Presidential Election and attendant vote was in 1980 for Ronald 
Reagan. My 18-year old friends and | cast that vote based on his free market 
message and inspiring rhetoric. 


We drank beer and cheered that November night as the election results rolled in 
and then woke up the next day to resume our collegiate studies. From there we 
graduated, got jobs, had kids, and lived the same lives everyone else lives. The 
Reagan years came and went and life moved on. 


But then | learned that | was a racist. 


Post-Reagan, | would often have people mention in casual conversation, either 

in coffee shops or their living rooms, how Regan voters were “insensitive” to the 
issues concerning minorities and how for many of them this reflected either a 
latent, or deliberate, expression of racism. They would make these statements so 
matter-of-factly that they seemed to be based on some certain set of historical and 
behavioral facts. 


So | went looking for those facts. | wanted to find out why my friends and I, none of 
us even remotely racist to the best of our knowledge, were being bundled together 
with true racists just because we believed Ronald Reagan when he said it was 
“Morning in America.” 


What | found weren't facts but a fairly clear and sequential string of events 
occurring over a period of decades that led people to generally consider those of 
us who were “right wingers” to be associated with racism. While there were factual 
episodes that took place leading up to that point, the resulting perception came 
from a complete twisting and distortion of those facts. It turned out that all of those 
people speaking with such certainty and clarity didn't really have any idea what 
they were talking about. 


So | kept digging, and researching, and dot-connecting. This work is the result of 
that effort. 


While our misconceptions and misrepresentations of people’s political positions 
start well before Reagan voters were being called racist, all of our current 
differences have the same epistemology; significant historical event(s), divisions 
forming as a result of those events, the passage of time leading people to use 
sloppy language to characterize and identify themselves and others, subsequent 
generations joining one side or the other based on bad information. 
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Now none of this would really matter if the only consequence was the occasional 
mislabel of “racist” or some other pejorative term being hurled between consenting 
adults. Unfortunately, however, the consequences have been much direr than 

that. In my lifetime | have witnessed by sight and sound the disappearance of civil 
discourse in America. We are no longer willing or able to debate differences and 
come together to solve problems. We shout at each other, we fight with each other, 
we compete against each other. 


We are now a nation of two teams. 


When | conceived this project | viewed it as a post-mortem on the “Great American 
Experiment.” | felt that America had crossed the aviator’s “point of no return” and 
now all that was left to do was to analyze what went wrong and preserve it for 
posterity and future generations so that they, if they ever got a chance to be free, 
would learn from our mistakes. 


But just before | began penning an epitaph | was introduced to Charlie Kirk and 
TurningPoint USA. This organization, filled with vibrant, energetic young people 
is fighting the fight all across America where it matters most; on college and high 
school campuses. Given their phenomenal success in a short period of time, 
perhaps, | thought, they can be successful in reversing America’s course and 
preserving our freedom. 


To that an end, | offer the following contribution. Once intended as an obituary this 

now becomes a partial roadmap to reconstruction. The single best way to cure any 
problem is to understand its root causes. | believe this to be significant contribution 
toward that goal. 


Please keep in mind that the clock is ticking. While Americans argue at and past 
one another, often with little true understanding of what they're arguing about, 
those people who wish to exert power and control over our populace are using the 
opening created by our childish bickering to walk into nearly every aspect of our 
daily lives and replace our freedom with their design. If left unchecked much longer, 
their gains will not be reversible without cataclysmic action. 


So please enjoy, consider, and debate the following construct of America’s great 
political division. But do so with a sense of urgency. The hour grows late. 


— Brent Hamachek 
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For Lake Superior State University Professor Gary Johnson, 
my poli-sci instructor who challenged every single thing | ever 
said or thought in every class of his | took. Because of him, 
I’ve kept challenging myself intellectually every day since. 


STRAIGHT FROM 


THE HEADLINES... 





“Bob Dole criticizes Ted Cruz-says he’s on 
extreme right wing” — Townhall 4-22-14 


“Right wing’s surge in Europe has establishment 
rattled” — New York Times 11-8-13 


“Right wing militias and the NRA: Second 
Amendment soulmates” 
— Huffington Post 5-25-11 


“Attempted left wing lynching attacks personal 
integrity” 
— Reader Supported News 10-2-14 





“Three failed attempts of right wing media to dismiss the facts of NYT Benghazi Report” 
— Media Matters 11-2-14 


“Here’s why your favorite horror movies are so left wing” — Daily Beast 10-31-14 
“Tiny band of left wing radicals bring jobs policy to its knees” — The Telegraph 2-25-12 
“Obama FBI partners with left wing extremist group” — Townhall 11-25-13 


The references are everywhere and are applied to everything. 

Left wing horror movies? 

Right wing media? 

These phrases are used so casually in today’s America that people all just assume 


that everyone knows what they are talking about when they use them. 


The people hearing them assume that the people using them must know what 
they are talking about. 


But the truth is that nobody knows what anybody Is talking about anymore 
and it’s starting to get really dangerous. America is coming apart at the seams 
and everybody is shouting as loud as they can at anyone they can find. The 
problem is that nobody knows what anybody is saying, including the people who 
are saying it. 


This book will provide an opportunity, through education and illumination, to change 
the situation. It will hopefully challenge things you previously thought, or “knew,” to 
be true and give you a fresh way to view issues and engage in constructive debate 
and dialogue. When you are done reading this book you will never: 


a. Listen to politicians, pundits, or professors the same way again 
b. Hear a story in the news and consider it the way you did before 


c. Have a disagreement on an issue with someone and not understand how they 
got to their position. 
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But after reading this book you will always: 
a. Think through your position on an issue before announcing it 


b. Be able to solve problems on political issues with other people (if you get them 
to read this, too) 


c. Evaluate a proposed piece of legislation or other government action based 
upon its impact on individual freedom 


That last point is key. Whenever considering taking action to address some 
sort of political problem the discussion must begin by asking yourself and the 
group: How much individual freedom are we willing to sacrifice in order to 
create an acceptable solution? 


If you have ever wondered why our government leaders can’t: 
Get together to address the immigration problem 


¢ Have discussions on just how far the NSA should go in using 
surveillance on citizens in order to protect them 


¢ Reform a tax code that is so complex and unfair NOBODY likes it 
Come to some reasonable terms on the matter of abortion... 
Then keep reading. 


By the time you're done it will all make sense and you will have the knowledge 
necessary to immediately start changing the world! 





hi ee pee 
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On August 9, 2014 Michael Brown, an 18 year old African American teenager in 
Ferguson, Missouri was shot and killed by Darren Wilson, an on-duty, 28 year old 
white police officer. Brown had just been involved in the robbery of a convenience 
store but Wilson was not aware of that fact (he was aware there had been a 
robbery). As Wilson was responding to the incident he encountered Brown and 

a friend walking down the middle of the street, blocking traffic. After stopping to 
instruct them to move, he then realized they matched the description of the robbery 
suspects. What ensued was a confrontation that led to the shooting death of Brown 
and polarized the nation. He was unarmed at the time. A grand jury investigation 
concluded that Wilson was justified in the shooting incident and no charges or 
disciplinary action would be brought against the officer. 


Two years earlier on August 5, 2012 Wade Michael Page, a former military 
veteran and a member in a white supremacist rock band, walked into a Sikh 
temple in Oak Creek, Wisconsin and murdered six temple members before taking 
his own life after he was wounded by police. It is soeculated that Page thought 
he was killing Muslims but didn’t study religious geography very well. The error 
only compounded the senselessness of the tragedy. 


What did these two seemingly unrelated criminal events have in common with one 
another? On their face they would seem to just be stand-alone incidents, each with 
their own set of facts and preceding series of events that are always fascinating 

to criminologists. What they weren't, under any reasonable interpretation, were 
political events. 


Or were they? 


Immediately after each of these events, media members, political & social 
commentators, and politicians began making statements. In the Ferguson case, 
on one side there were people defending the police officer for the shooting, even 
though the teenager was unarmed. On the other side, political hucksters like 

Al Sharpton were screaming racism before they even learned Brown had just 
committed a crime. In the Oak Creek case, because of Page’s affiliation with white 
supremacist groups, and his devotion to the racist 1978 William Pierce novel 

The Turner Diaries which revolves around the overthrow of the U.S. government, 
commentators called him a “right wing extremist.” Eager journalists searched 
unsuccessfully to see if they could find a connection to the Tea Party. 


Why would people jump to make a political point out of law enforcement matters? 
More importantly, why would people automatically, reflexively, come to the defense 
of one side or the other, or render judgment on what happened and why before any 
facts were even known? The answer lies at the heart of the current deep division 
found in American society. A division that is often called the battle between the 
“right wing” and the “left wing’. 


The battle that is better described as “Team Right” vs. “Team Left.” 
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a AN fies 


GOING ON? 





America as a nation is more divided than it has been since the end of the Civil 
War. People are talking past each other instead of talking to each other. There 

is no debate on issues and no attempt to work towards an acceptable solution, 
there is only positioning to win at all costs; attain complete victory for your side or 
position or at least hold the other side to a stalemate. In short, when addressing 
an issue that needs to be addressed, Americans behave more like members of 
Opposing teams who are trying to win a game than citizens of a civilized, free 
nation who need to come to a workable and acceptable solution. 


Teams play to win. Nations need to survive and thrive. This isn’t working. 


How did America become this divided? In large part it is a byproduct of sloppy 
language, misunderstanding history, and the natural tendency of humans to form 
groups and associate with those groups. If we can understand how it came to be and 
why people should be looking at things from a different perspective then we have a 
chance to reverse course and govern ourselves sensibly, civilly and responsibly. 


This book will attempt to: 
¢ Identify the nature of the divide in American politics 
¢ Explain the historical roots of the problem 


¢ Show the consequences of that problem and the 
threat it poses 


¢ Present an alternative explanation of reality and 
offer a path to real and constructive change 





Let’s begin exploring the path America took to go from 
the greatest and most united nation on earth to being in constant fractious battle 
between Team Right and Team Left. 


Take the “Left-Right News Challenge” 

Spend a week while watching or reading the news, across a good cross- 
sample of outlets, and use your computer tablet to make notes of every 
reference to the terms “right” or “left”? when used in a political context. 

Note what issue was being discussed and what opinion or attribute was 
connected to the right or left label. Also note whether the person was using 
it in a favorable, unfavorable, or neutral way. At the end of the week sort and 
review your notes and see if you can draw any solid conclusions about what 
the terms mean and the consistency of their use. 


An Incoherent Use of Language 


During the NSA surveillance scandal, Fox News commentator Britt Hume was on 
Bill O’Reilly’s program discussing the matter. O’Reilly was pointing out that people 
on both the far left and the far right were objecting to the NSA. Hume responded by 
explaining that at the extremes the far right and far left actually touch each other. 
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Really? Exactly how does that work? People 
who are diametrically opposed to one another 
suddenly do complete reversals, all of their 
profound differences go away, and they agree 
on everything? Does that mean that fascists 
and communists become one? Libertarians and 
progressives? Republicans and Democrats? 





Please. That is complete nonsense. You can’t draw any kind of political continuum 
that bends like Beckham, or Einstein, and touches itself at extremes. 


That would actually make it some form of an ellipse and there wouldn't, or couldn't, 
even be any extremes. 


Consider the following examples from recent current events. Each of these clearly 
highlights the inconsistent and utterly meaningless use of the terms right wing and 
left wing. 


¢ Israeli youth kill a Palestinian youth during the violence on the West Bank and 
the news characterizes them as “right wing extremists.” Taliban leaders order 
the execution of women who violate Islamic law and they are referred to as 
“far right clerics.” So if we have this right, Israelis and Muslims who have been 
warring with each other for centuries are both of the same political persuasion 
and shared ideology. 


Hobby Lobby claims that it should not have to provide contraception to its 
employees under ObamaCare because it objects to the requirement in 
principle. The news then reports of “far left” groups protesting against Hobby 
Lobby’s position. This means that if you think making businesses pay for 
employees’ contraception is the right and necessary thing to do you're close to 
being a...??? Communist? Progressive? Anarchist? Nihilist? 


¢ Adam Corolla talks about family values being at issue in minority communities 
and he is attacked by “far left” activist groups for being racist and “too far 
right.” This means that one side likes families and one side doesn't like 
families but it is difficult to know which is which. 


Maybe both sides like and dislike families and they are touching at the 
extremes? 


So there is at best inconsistent, and at worst contradictory, use of the terms left 
wing and right wing when describing events and political positions. In general, 
however, it seems that people tend to be referring to “Republican types” when 
saying right wing and to “Democrat types” when saying left wing. Maybe the 
confusion is ok if everyone is getting to the same place anyway? 


But what if they aren't? 


Why does it matter what terms we use if we all agree on what we are saying? 
The short answer to that question is that it doesn’t, unless you're an admirer of 
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precise language. The problem with the use of “right & left” in America today is that 
we don’t all agree on what the terms mean. 


Consider the use of the terms “kleenex” or “scotch tape”. Notice the terms are 
typed as nouns and not as proper nouns (which they should be). It is very common 
for people to ask for a “kleenex” when they are sneezing or for a piece of “scotch 
tape” when they are hanging a poster Ariana Grande or Kanye West on the wall 

of their dorm. That’s because those terms have commonly become known as 
representing all tissue and all adhesive strips. When you ask for one or the other, 
you might not get the right brand but you will get what you were expecting. 


On the other hand, when you use the terms “right wing” and “left wing” they can 
mean very different things to people and what's worse, they might not even mean 
the same thing consistently to the same person! 


Let’s take a minute to clarify a couple of concepts. First, the terms “right” and 

“left” imply direction, and not just direction but opposing direction. When we say 
someone is “far” right or “far” left the use of the term “far” implies that there is a 
finite endpoint to what being right and being left means. You cannot be “far” in any 
direction on an infinitely long line. 


So if we say someone is “far right” we should know that they are at the very edge 
of a very knowable endpoint. 


But the way we use the terms today that simply isn’t the case. 


Which one of these four “right wingers” doesn’t belong? (or does belong?) 


Let’s consider four different figures from the past 100 years, each of whom can be 
easily Googled to find numerous references to them being “far right.” First, let’s 
take Benito Mussolini, the father of fascism who ruled Italy from 1922-1945 and 
was Hitler’s ally in WWII. Then there is Ayn Rand, the early 20" Century immigrant 
to the United States who came from post-revolution Russia. Rand is the mother of 
the philosophy called “Objectivism” which places reason above all other attributes 
in terms of importance. She is likewise the author of the cult-creating novel “Atlas 
Shrugged” which laid out the principles of Objectivism through the exploits of the 
mysterious protagonist, John Galt. Now add Oklahoma City bomber and domestic 
terrorist Timothy McVeigh to the list along with 2012 Republican Presidential 
Primary contender Rick Santorum. 


Four “far right” people who, by definition, ought to agree on just about everything, 
right (perhaps “correct?” would be better)? The problem is they don't. 


Benito Mussolini was an atheist who referred to priests as “black germs” but who 
tolerated the presence of the Catholic Church in Italy. In 1927 he outlawed abortion 
under his “Battle for Births” program to increase population. He used gun control 
policies to disarm his citizenry and make it impossible for them to revolt. He was 
an early-age admirer of Marx and extolled the benefits of National Socialism. He 
outlawed labor unions in Italy and wanted every citizen to identify themselves 

first and foremost as Italians. He sought a strong, national identity. Mussolini was 
responsible for the deaths of innocents to solidify his power and show Italian 
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supremacy not just in Italy, but also in Ethiopia which he invaded in 1935 and 
where he used poison gas in an attempt to wipe out the Ethiopian people. 


Ayn Rand was an ardent capitalist who despised Mussolini and his socialist 
policies. She was a supporter of a woman’s right to an abortion without restriction 
owing to her belief that our true humanity comes from our ability to reason, which 
certainly an unborn fetus/child cannot yet do. Rand was also an atheist, pro-union 
(but anti-coercion), anti-gun control, and pro death penalty (cautiously). Rand 
believed that government should have little to do with interfering in individual lives 
and that each person should hold their own self-fulfillment, indeed selfishness, 

as their primary virtue. Nobody, in her mind, should voluntarily subordinate their 
personal identity to the State. Rand would never advocate the taking of human life 
to further a political objective. 


Timothy McVeigh was essentially an emotionally disturbed, single-issue citizen 
who was a strict constructionist of the U.S. Constitution but who mostly was pre- 
occupied by the Second Amendment and the right to keep and bear arms. He 

is considered a far-right figure in part because he read The Turner Diaries, the 
same book read by Wade Michael Page. However, McVeigh studied it because 
of its emphasis on the perils of the government confiscating citizen’s firearms. 
McVeigh actually was NOT a fascist or Nazi admirer and at one time passed out 
pamphlets entitled United States Government or Nazi Germany?, which compared 
the excesses of our government to that of Hitler's. He was born Catholic, strayed 
from his faith, and reportedly did receive sacraments near his execution. McVeigh 
struggled with racism throughout his life and did not, per se, consider himself to 
be a white supremacist. He did, however, decide to kill a lot of people to make his 
voice heard. 


Former U.S. Senator Rick Santorum is a devout Catholic with strong pro-life 
beliefs. He has expressed mixed feelings over the death penalty. His legislative 
record is one showing a mixed voting record on labor union issues and a clear 
record on supporting “pork barrel” programs that brought government tax 

dollars back to his district. Ayn Rand would find his votes on economic matters 
contemptuous. He is a strong gun-rights advocate who believes the Second 
Amendment exists to protect the First Amendment. While he can certainly be 
called a “crony capitalist’, he would just as certainly decry the economic policies of 
Mussolini's fascist Italy. He also would abhor the taking of innocent human life for 
any reason. 


Based on the above, you can clearly see that these four “far right” people, if placed 
into a locked room with one another, would last about five minutes before going 
after one another like cats trapped in a laundry bag. But how can that be? They are 
all “far right” which means they all must see close to eye-to-eye? 


Maybe the terms don’t mean what people think they mean? Maybe they don't really 
mean anything at all? 


How could we possibly have gotten to the point where so many people use the 
same terms to describe completely different types of beliefs and behaviors? 
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WHAT IS 
THE POLITICAL 
CONTINUUM? 





As we've discussed, the use of terms “right & left” imply directionality and the use 
of the term “far” suggests endpoints. Put all this together and you're left with the 
implication that you're moving along a line; a continuum. In this case, a political 
continuum. 


The origins of our current political continuum are explained below. For now, let's 
simply define what it is in its most common form. 





This model has Communism at the far left and Fascism at the far right. 
A Moderate is found at the midpoint. 


Variations and deviations from this model have been formulated for the past 50 
years. They have taken many shapes and forms, some even being represented 
as a quadrant diagram or a 3D rendering. These elaborate models look more like 
a personality profile than anything having to do with political thought movement, 
but that’s indicative of the struggle to clearly show the dichotomies and 
progressions of political positions. 


While there are numerous problems with this continuum, perhaps the most 
obvious is that of characterizing points X and Y marked above. Who are those 
people? What do they, and what don't they, believe in? Don’t bother trying 

to figure it out. You can’t. The problem with this political continuum and the 
representation of right and left is that it attempts to depict a continuous data 
pattern in a directional path that doesn’t exist. 


How we got this simple, inaccurate, and functionally useless line is a knowable 
story that once understood can help a person to discard this dysfunctional 
paradigm and replace it with one that can predict patterns and show opportunities 
for coming together and solving problems. 


So let’s take time to see where this came from. After that, we will show how 


America has taken the left-right fallacy and perverted it into Team Left and 
Team Right. 
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THE EVOLUTION 
OF THE TERMS 
“RIGHT WING” 
AND =LEFT WING? 


1789 10 PRESEN Tk 





Everything comes from something. It is easy to hear the casual terms “right 

& left” and assume that they have been around since the beginning of man 

and have always held the same universal meaning. That’s never the case with 
language and it is especially not the case here. As we have already shown, as 
the terms are currently used they have no universally agreed-upon meaning. 
How we got to this point explains a lot of this ambiguity. More importantly, 
understanding how we got here provides insight into how to change the way we 
use language, define terms, and have discussions. It provides light along the 
path to healing. 


There are clear historical events and developments that have brought us to 
where we are at this moment in time. Let’s take a look at each of them, in order, 
and see if it doesn’t help explain just about everything in terms of how we use 
terms and categorize people today. 


The French Revolution: The Birth of 
“Right Wing & Left Wing” 

The Assemblée Nationale (National 
Assembly) was convened in June 

of 1789 in pre-revolutionary France. 

It was led by the Third Estate (the 
commoners or “people”) who then 
offered participation to the members 

of the First Estate (the clergy in its 
entirety) and Second Estate (French 
nobility, excluding the monarch who 
was outside the “estate” system). These 
were the very people in support of King Louis XVI, (the monarch), the man and 
institution the Revolution would ultimately overthrow. The Third Estate had the 
members of the First and Second sit on the right side of the chamber because 
in French culture it was considered proper etiquette to have your guests sit to 
the right of the host (as most people are right handed). As a result of the seating 
arrangement, the people sitting on the right side were the supporters of the 
French monarchy (right wing) and the people sitting on the left side were the 
commoners supporting what can very loosely called democracy (left wing). It 

is this time and place where the terms “right wing” and “left wing” originated. 
While the French Revolution went on to become notoriously violent, temporarily 
victorious, and wiped-away by Napoleon, the terms “right wing” and “left wing” 
would survive. 





It’s important to note that there was no political continuum yet that had a left and 
right end point. There were just two sides; the monarchists on the right and the 
social democrats on the left. 


So the terms that divide America today and have us talking past each other 
instead of to each other came about because of French table manners and 
furniture arrangements. 
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The Russian Revolution: Lenin Co-opts the “Left” 
Everyone knows about the Bolshevik Revolution and the beginnings of 


“communist” Russia in 1917. What isn’t as widely known is the impact that 
Revolution would have on how Americans would ultimately come to describe 
themselves politically. 


Vladimir Lenin was an admirer of the instigators of the 
French Revolution. He admired their spirit, studied 
their ability to foment a mob, and learned from their 
failures in terms of not being able to solidify and hold 
power on a long-term basis. He spoke and wrote about 
the French Revolution always extolling its virtues and 
warning against its failures. As Lenin positioned his 
revolution as that of the workers, the common people, 
uniting against the Czar (the monarchy), the world took 
notice of the similarities to the French experience and 
came to see the Russian Revolution as essentially the 
second French Revolution. One of the offshoots of that 
was that the term “Communist” was a contemporary 
and intellectually trendy fit for the “left wing” heading 
created almost a century and a half earlier. “Communism” had taken a seat in the 
left wing of casual political language. 





Mussolini, Hitler, Fascism, Nazism & Choosing Sides in WWII 

Europe was a dangerous and rapidly changing place after the end of the 

WWI. Mussolini brought Fascism to Italy making the trains run on time and 
opponents just run. Lenin, and then Stalin consolidated what they were calling 
communism inside of Russia and neighboring countries like Ukraine where Stalin 
systematically starved to death 11 million people. Franco brought totalitarianism 
to Spain in 1939 with the help of Mussolini and the increasingly powerful corporal 
from Germany; Adolph Hitler. 





On the other side of the world, Imperial Japan was dusting off samurai swords 
and fueling “zeros.” 


The United States watched carefully and nervously as events unfolded across two 
oceans, hoping to stay out of the war raging around them. December 7, 1941 made 
that hope disappear. Once America was attacked by Japan, a member of the Axis 
Powers along with Italy and Germany, there was no keeping it out of the world conflict. 


Despite official problems with the communist government of Russia, the US now 
found itself an uncomfortable ally with the murderer Stalin in taking on the Axis. 
While it is difficult to argue the choice to throw in with the Soviets, there was an 
unintended consequence that has had a lasting impact on American domestic 
politics to this day. 
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Hitler and Stalin were the same guys. They were bloodthirsty, totalitarian 
monsters who sought power through conquest and had no reservations about 
murdering anyone necessary in order to attain and retain it. Their economic 
systems and political structures differed in specifics but were essentially the 
same in results: They controlled everything and their people lived in fear and 
slavery. 


In order to side with one against the other we needed, the world needed, to make 
them different. Politically that meant placing Nazism & Fascism as the polar 
opposite of Communism. Remember, Communism had already claimed the “left 
wing’ position before the war. Now, at last, the dated concept of “monarchists” 
could be replaced with something more contemporary seated in the “right wing.” 
Fascism & Nazism would hereafter lay claim to the “right.” 


Post WWII “Hunts for Communists”- U.S. Teams Start to Form 

After the War and almost in an effort to cleanse its palate of the aftertaste of 
cozying up to the Soviets, American political leaders turned their attention to 
looking for communists right here in the United States. They went looking in two 
general categories: Political/public servants and citizens in positions of influence 
within the general population. Chief amongst the latter category were members 
of the Hollywood film industry. 


While the era and events in question has come under the general historical 
heading “McCarthyism”, the truth is that Wisconsin Senator Joe McCarthy 

sat on a committee that primarily looked for Communists inside the Truman 
administration, especially the State Department. It was the House Un-American 
Activities Committee (HUAC) that went after Hollywood. HUAC was established 
in 1938 and lasted until 1975. Despite its long run, it’s truly impactful years were 
those immediately following WWII. 


An examination of HUAC membership during the 
committee’s existence, and from the mid 40’s to 
the mid 50’s, shows back and forth control 
between Republicans and Democrats. This was 
a bi-partisan affair. That said, the Republicans 
were seen as being more zealous in their pursuit 
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of communists while the Democrats were more “reserved” in their approach. 
Democrats did not want to appear too extreme in either direction with regard to 
the matter because of the following slightly confusing reasoning: 


¢ Democrats did not want to appear to support communists and, by extension, 
the Soviet Union 


¢ The Russian Revolution had ostensibly been a workers revolution 


¢ Organized labor generally favored the preferences preached (not practiced) 
by communist party members 


¢ Democrats were political partners with organized labor 


So the Republicans were seen as being “more” anti-communist in part for real 
reasons and in part because Republican Joe McCarthy was the poster child for 
what the press called a “witch hunt.” 


When HUAC went after the group that came to be known as the “Hollywood 
Ten”, writers and producers who were called to testify in October of 1947, the 
nation in general, and Hollywood in particular, took notice. These people were 
all suspected of being members of, or associating with, the communist party. In 
their testimony they were asked to affirm or deny, for the record, their affiliation 
with communists and they were also asked to name names of other Hollywood 
members they knew or believed to be communists. They refused to cooperate. 
All of the Ten were cited for contempt, sent to prison, and blacklisted from 
working in Hollywood when they were let out. 


So this period in American history had two very significant impacts on the 
formation of “Team Right” and “Team Left.” The first was in Hollywood where 
once it licked its wounds and stopped trembling from the HUAC hearings, the 
film industry (ultimately spreading to entertainment in general), would assert itself 
against the “right wing” and would strongly stand against the side that persecuted 
it. This would come to be reflected in both the attitudes of its stars and the 

ideas expressed in its films (compare the kind of movies Hollywood made 

about America before 1950 to those it made after 1960; there was a transitional 
decade). The other impact it had was to label Republicans as anti-communist 
and, therefore, “right wing.” The formulation goes like this: 


¢ Republicans presented themselves as strong anti-communists 
¢ We just fought with the communists against the fascists/Nazis 
¢ Communists are left wing” 


¢ Republicans are right wing, the opposite of communists, and now are to be 
associated with fascists/Nazis in terms of their points of view. 
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“and since Democrats were on the softer side of the hearings in general, they 
became associated as being more friendly to communists and, therefore, “left wing.” 


There was another team-building and divisive development that came out of 
the “McCarthy Era.” The House and Senate investigations hit their height in 

the early 1950’s in the dawn of television and television journalism. Then CBS 
News reporter, and now-industry icon, Edward R. Murrow ruled the airwaves as 
the original investigative television journalist. Murrow had become famous as a 
war correspondent for CBS where he covered live the Nazi invasion of Austria, 
the bombing of London, and other major WWII events. After the War, Murrow 
eventually started an investigative TV show called See it Now. It was on that 
show that he relentlessly attacked Joe McCarthy, ultimately leading to McCarthy 
making an appearance on the show to explain and defend himself. It did not go 
well. McCarthy ultimately disappeared in shame and Murrow would go down in 
journalistic history as the man who slayed the witch hunter. 


Murrow’s ascendancy to the pinnacle of the investigative journalist platform has 
led him to be revered both directly and indirectly for the last three generations of 
journalists. There is almost a biblical lineage that can be traced (Murrow begat 
Cronkite; Cronkite begat Rather and Brokaw; Brokaw begat Williams, etc.). 
These big celebrity names and faces of journalism are representative of the 
lesser known, but Murrow-inspired, core of the Fourth Estate which today finds 
itself securely part of Team Left, planted there by Edward R. Murrow over a half 
century ago. 


“You Mean I’m Supposed To Stand On That?” The Civil Rights Movement & Civil Rights 
> Act-New Teams Members Recruited 


The Civil Rights movement started in the 
1950’s segregated South and culminated with 
President Kennedy’s proposal of the Civil 
Rights Act (CRA) in 1963 which became law 
after his death in 1964. Ironically enough, 
President Kennedy had been slow to 
embrace civil rights legislation and required 

a great deal of persuading from his brother, 
Attorney General Robert Kennedy. Perhaps 

it is less ironic when you consider that the 
South was largely governed by Democrats! 
That's right. The party that today is associated 
with protecting minority interests was, in 

very recent history, the party in charge of 
suppressing those interests. 





So how could it possibly become the case that African Americans would come 
to join “Team Left” and become such captured members of the very party who 
had suppressed them for decades? The answer is complex but clear and has 
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impacted American politics now for over 50 years. 


After the assassination of Kennedy, Democrats and Republicans alike sought to 
honor his memory by passing the Bill which Kennedy had supported. That said, 
the Southern Democrats did not support the Act and that is reflected in the final 
vote tallies which show them voting overwhelmingly against it. However, there 
were enough Democrats in the North to combine with strong Republican support 
(That’s right. The Republican Party House and Senate members were far more 
receptive to the CRA) to get the legislation through. 


Immediately after the CRA became law, the next string of legislation all related 
to Lyndon Johnson’s “Great Society” programs. This was the beginning of the 
modern day welfare state. Johnson had received enormous support in the wake 
of Kennedy’s assassination and when the 89" Congress was elected in 1964 
Democrats outnumbered Republicans by a margin of 68-32 in the Senate and 


295-140 in the House. 


Lyndon Johnson and the Democrats could do whatever they wanted to do. What 
they did with that power was create a whole series of entitlement programs that 
would make large groups of people dependent upon the government not just for 
assistance, but for subsistence. 


Of course, one of the lowest income groups around was African Americans who 
had been kept down on, and often kept off, the economic ladder. Democrats 
immediately saw them as potential consumers of welfare state benefits and 
artfully developed them as a constituency. Democrats came to be seen as 

the Party of the poor; the struggling; the oppressed (forget that just minutes 
earlier they had been the oppressors). With Republicans generally opposed 

to expansive welfare programs, they became seen as threats to the minority 
community. 


But there was more to it than just a disagreement 
on policy and economics. 
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Remember that just a decade before Republicans had been determined to be 
“right wingers”; the ones who opposed communism. Remember, too, that WWII 
had led us to define the opposite of communists to be fascists, or Nazi’s. At that 
moment in time very fresh in the memory of every American was our recent clash 
with the most notorious racist of modern history and the poster child for “right 
wingers’... 


The corporal turned Fuhrer in Germany. 


So began the portrayal of Republicans, the right wingers, being opposed to 
welfare programs and helping minorities because they were inherently racist. 
After all, that’s what it meant to be a “far right” person and what could be more 
“far right” than saying you didn’t want to feed poor African American children 
living in Mississippi? 


From that point on it got easy. Not only did Team Left attract and hold African 
Americans, but other minority groups began to join Team Left. These groups 
often felt, and still feel, sometimes rightly and sometimes wrongly, they've been 
victimized or not given a fair shake and they need a helping hand in the form of 
government assistance. 


Today, it is nearly considered dogma that Team Left is the one that takes care of 
minorities and their interests and Team Right is constantly fighting its inherent 
racist tendencies; at best ignoring those minorities and, at worst, attempting to 
enact policy that will be deliberately detrimental to their interests. 


Sadly for Team Right, while the remaining racists are a very small minority in this 
country, since having seen the minorities move en masse to Team Left, many 

of them decided that the only place they could be was Team Right. There aren't 
many of them around anymore but any time Team Left finds one hiding on the 
Team Right sideline they point a bright shining light at them and say “See. | told 
you they were there.” When members of Team Left, like former L.A. Clipper 
owner Donald Sterling, show obvious signs of racism the Team suffers little or no 
damage and chalks it up to him/her having simply been a bad teammate. 


Finally, when a minority group leader shows overt signs of reverse racism they 
are seldom seriously criticized; certainly not by their teammates. After all, they 
have been loyal team members for over 50 years and isn’t the reason that they 
joined the team in the first place that they were victims of racism; racism from 
right wingers? 


lf this seems confusing wait until you see what the Vietnam War did to team 
membership. 
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Vietnam-Team Right & Team Left Pick Up (Lay Down) Their Weapons 


It is easy to make the argument that the Vietnam War was the most significant 
event in American military history. That argument gets made not because of 
the outcome of the war (other wars, Revolutionary, Civil, WWII, would be more 
important in that regard), but because of the seemingly permanent effect it had 
on both dividing the country and governing how America would, and would not, 
wage war thereafter. The nation’s wounds from Vietnam are still raw, open, and 
painful today. 


Regardless of a person’s opinion about the use of military power in general, or its 
use in Vietnam in particular, it is impossible to argue that the War itself was not 

a colossal example of mismanagement on the part of U.S. leadership. Started in 
the early 1960's under the Kennedy Administration and escalated under Lyndon 
Johnson, the War which ultimately claimed over 58,000 U.S. casualties was 
fought as a containment conflict against an enemy that was striving for all out 
victory. It was destined for failure before it ever started. 


lt was in 1961 that President Kennedy began sending in military advisors and 
not until January 27, 1973 that the Paris Peace Accords were signed ending 
the fighting. The 12 year duration of the War made it the longest U.S. military 
engagement up until that time. America left after 12 years having essentially 
helped the South Vietnamese battle the North Vietnamese to a draw. Two years 
later after the U.S. withdrawal, Saigon would fall to the North Vietnamese and 
America’s waste of blood and treasure was complete. 


Vietnam was the first war that saw the use of television to bring the battlefield into 
every American's living room on a nightly basis. The graphic images of American 
casualties, combined with the long duration of the War and the seeming lack 

of progress towards victory led to anger on the part of many Americans. A 
significant portion of America, especially the youth who were being involuntarily 
drafted to go to Southeast Asia to fight, were becoming antiwar, anti-military, and 
anti-U.S. in general. 


Consider the change in American attitudes brought about by Vietnam. When our 
involvement started in earnest in 1961, we were only 16 years removed from 
having been victorious in one of history’s most significant confrontations, WWII. 
Americans might have been war weary after that victory but they were anything 
but anti-military (there were isolationists leading up to, and even during WWII but 
that was a different kind of position than the one born during Vietnam). It took a 
protracted and bungled use of American wealth and excessive loss of American 
lives to split the nation on the matter of using American military power to create 
an impact overseas. 


So how did the Vietnam War impact American right wing and left wing politics? 
It is very interesting to note that the war was started and escalated by two 
Democratic Presidents (Kennedy and Johnson). This might seem ironic, or at 
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least inconsistent, until you remember the slow evolution of America into teams. 
During the McCarthy Era Democrats were not “pro-communist” per se. They 
were simply softer on the issue. Kennedy and Johnson were both Democrats 
who were concerned about the Soviet Union and its spreading of their form of 
government to other regions of the world. They saw Vietnam as a communist 
beachhead in the region that had to stopped, if not rolled back. 


Let’s get basic. Who were we fighting in Vietnam: The North Vietnamese 
communists, of course? And what side of the political continuum were 
communists? Left. And anti-ccommunists? Right. The movement that was forming 
against the War had to not just find a political home somewhere, it needed 

to build one. The logical place for them to break ground and homestead was 
the Democratic Party which had already shown its Team Left tendencies. So 
the anti-war, anti-military, often anti U.S. crowd began its takeover attempt of 
the Democratic Party in 1968 with riots outside of the DNC convention site in 
Chicago and completed that takeover with the nomination of George McGovern 
as the Party’s presidential candidate in 1972. From that point forward the 
Democratic Party and Team Left would contain the anti-military platoon. 


Of course many Americans who still believed in the rightness of American action 
wherever and whatever it might be were appalled to see the demonstrations 
against the war and the vocal protestations of people criticizing American 
soldiers. Those people supported our nation’s efforts to ensure the sovereignty 
of South Vietnamese and contain the “red-menace” of communism. For these 
Americans, watching the antiwar crowd take over the Democratic Party they felt 
left them no place to go but the Republican Party to oppose them. From this 
split you can watch the news in 2015 and see party members and Team Right/ 
Left commentators take almost reflexive positions when discussing any issue 
involving U.S. foreign intervention and especially use of military power. 


Vietnam also fortified the membership of the 

mainstream American media on Team Left. 

With the media on the ground in Vietnam 

for 12 plus years watching the self-inflicted 

failure of U.S. policy and with it the death of 

American troops, reporters there and back 

at home came to be very antiwar. No single 

~~" figure represented that shift more than the 

_ American legend, and tragically flawed, 

_ Walter Cronkite. For years considered the 
“Most trusted man in America”, Cronkite 

anchored the CBS S Evening News Sion Gul the war and used his calming voice 

and dignified look to almost single-handedly turn Americans against the effort. 

His deliberate misreporting of the 1968 Tet Offensive by the North Vietnamese (a 

victory for U.S. forces that Cronkite characterized as a significant setback, even 

lying about the occupation of the U.S. Embassy) may have been the single most 
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significant event hastening the ultimate withdrawal of U.S. forces. 


With Watergate on the horizon and a Republican the villain, the Fourth Estate 
was on its way to permanent Team Left status. 


Roe v. Wade Translates into Right v. Left 
There is perhaps no single event in the last 100 years to divide America more 


than the 1973 Burger Court’s decision on abortion. In writing his majority 

opinion Justice Harry Blackmun ruled that the Due Process Clause of the 14" 
Amendment protected a woman ’s right to privacy and, as follows, her right to an 
abortion. This took a very controversial issue that had been a matter of individual 
State legislation for nearly 200 years and gave it blanket sanction under the 
Constitution. 


It seems that both sides in the abortion debate like to cite U.S. history prior to Roe as 
an argument to support their case. Obviously both sides can’t be right, or can they? 


The true history of abortion and the laws governing the activity in America is very 
complicated. It is important to consider that over a 200 year time span various 
factors have either changed or evolved. They include: 


¢ The knowledge of when human life begins 

¢ The capability to save an unborn child 

¢ The methods available to safely perform an abortion 
¢ Moral views on the matter, both secular and religious 


The first actual State law prohibiting abortion was passed in 1821 in Connecticut. 
It involved proscribing the use of poison administered to expectant mothers to 
induce abortion. From that point forward States became increasingly inclined 

to pass laws to either prohibit or restrict abortion (then still a very dangerous 
medical procedure to the mother. In fact, many of the regulations passed 
restricting abortion were to actually protect the mother not the fetus/child) leading 
up to the passage at the Federal level of the Comstock Act in 1873 which banned 
the dissemination of information about either abortion or birth control. 


Anti-abortion attitudes were the prevailing position in the United States up 
through 1967 when at the pro-life zenith 49 States plus the District of Columbia 
had either severely limited or outright banned abortion. Then the momentum 
began to shift. 


In 1970, first Hawaii and then New York passed laws making abortion legal in the 
early stages of pregnancy. The Comstock Act started to be repealed in 1971 and 
prior to the Roe case (originating out of Texas) 14 States had legalized abortion 
in some form. Clearly the tide was turning. 
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With Roe, the very imperfect and cumbersome process of State by State 
legalizations and restrictions was suddenly and surreptitiously replaced with 
a one-size-fits-all ruling. Was that a problem? Didn't the U.S. do just fine with 
universal recognition of free speech? The right to a fair trial? The elimination 
of slavery? Unfortunately, regardless of your opinion (really because of your 
opinion) abortion was different. 


To those who consider themselves to be “pro-life” abortion is tantamount to 
murder. They hold to the position that life begins at conception and the taking of 
that life at any stage is no different than taking the life of a 22 year old. 


For those calling themselves “pro-choice” they see the right of a woman to 

control what happens inside of her own body as being intrinsic to her own 
humanity and something that should not be dictated to her by others. Some 
believe human life begins at birth and some concede that life has already begun 
inside of the woman. Regardless, they see the woman's right to decide for herself 
about her own health as superseding all other considerations. 


So one side thinks it is murder and the other side sees it as an elective medical 
procedure. This is never going to end well. 


When the Supreme Court took the decision out of the hands of the States it 
removed the opportunity to craft 50 imperfect, but geographically confined, 
solutions and replaced that system with one winner and one loser. People could 
no longer “venue shop” to find the medical and moral climate to suit their liking. 
Now they were two distinct groups forced to fight on a national level. 


Pro-choice members who had long felt oppressed by Pro-life members took that 
natural “civil-rights-challenged” position and joined Team Left. Pro-life people 
came to Team Right so as to oppose the Pro-choice group in full force. Since Roe, 
abortion has been a major issue (explicitly or implicitly) in every election held in 
the U.S. Candidates who run for office, even at office levels or positions that will 
not permit them to act on any abortion matters, will still be asked their position on 
the issue. People may well decide to oppose someone based upon their abortion 
position even if it doesn't relate to the job they'll be doing once in office. More than 
any other single issue abortion not only drives how a person might vote, it decides 
how they vote when the issue {abortion} isn’t even involved! 


A series of unfortunate events helps both teams complete their rosters 
In addition to the seismic-movement type events noted in the preceding sections, 


there have been other events over the past nine decades that have helped build 
and solidify Team Right and Team Left. While reasonable people can differ over 
the inclusion or exclusion of an event, or its relative importance, here are some 
that meet the criteria of being identifiable, polarizing, and having lasting and long 
half-lives within our social/political structure. 
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e American organized labor movement (1930’s): Before WWII gave us the 





new political continuum, American labor was a platoon waiting for a team 

to arrive. The Industrial Revolution gave rise to a working class of blue 
collar and pink collar workers. Their efforts to form strong unions and stand 
successfully against their employers were largely unsuccessful. With the 
election of Franklin Roosevelt to the Presidency in 1932, organized labor 
found its champion. Roosevelt’s siding with labor on all fronts; legislation, 
enforcement, and policy, created an entire class of people who would give 
birth to “Nth Generation Democrats (see below). They would have to wait for 
others, but labor became founding members of Team Left. 


4 ¢ The pursuit of the Equal Rights Amendment 
-&% for women (1970’s): The ERA was pushed 
aggressively by feminist groups in the late 60’s 
waza and early 70’s. The ERA was an attempt to amend 
\a¢, the Constitution to provide women with “equality.” 
The Amendment was passed by the US House 
and Senate and went to the States for ratification. 
After a rapid start (getting 30 of the 38 State votes 
needed) the ERA stalled. The national battle was 

, fierce. Since women who supported the ERA had 
approached the issue by identifying themselves as oppressed minority 
victims, their position fit in with the rapidly coming together Team Left. Since 
then, a majority of women, and a strong majority of feminist women, have 
been Team Left members. 


Watergate (early 1970’s): When Richard Nixon’s re-election team broke 
into the Democratic National Campaign Headquarters leading to cover-up, 
scandal, impeachment, and Nixon's ultimate resignation the nation was 
hotly divided. What Watergate did was lead to an overall level of cynicism 
and distrust of both Teams by the other. The impact it had on the nation is 
evidenced today every single time there is a scandal and it is referred to as 
“Fill-in-the-blank Gate” by the press. 


Clinton-Lewinsky sex scandal (mid 1990’s): The debauchery of President 
Clinton while in office and the news that came from the investigation (like 
the “Bimbo Patrol” the Clinton campaign had during the 1992 campaign to 
handle surfacing mistresses) gave what is called the “religious right,” Team 
Right members with strong Christian beliefs, everything they needed to 
curse the immorality of Team Left. Team Left dug in and defended Team 
member and leader Clinton (the activist and propaganda group MoveOn. 
org was founded out of the Clinton-Lewinsky scandal). The division remains 
fresh and frequently referenced to this day. 


Bush v. Gore-the 2000 Presidential Election: Having lost the popular vote 
but with the votes of the State of Florida in question, George W. Bush’s team 
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of attorneys took the matter to the U.S. Supreme Court where they ruled in 
Bush’s favor and the Florida votes became enough to put him over the top 
and into the Presidency. Team Left members felt as though the Presidency 
had just been stolen from them. The hatred generated by the contested 
election was intense and lasting. 


Second Iraq War-no weapons of mass destruction (early 2000’s): When 
President Bush led the US into war in Iraq as the smoke was still clearing 
from the 9/11 attacks he did so by telling the world (and the world agreed) 
that Saddam Hussein possessed weapons of mass destruction. When no 
such weapons were produced, the anti-war platoon that had helped form 
Team Left during Vietnam woke up. After 30 years of lethargy the antiwar 
platoon was energized and on the streets. This, in turn, woke up the “hawks” 
on Team Right who came to the defense of Bush’s policy and the Iraq war 
almost reflexively. These two groups remain quite active and engaged in 
battling each other on U.S. soil right up to the minute. 


Battle over ObamaCare (recent): The fight over the federal government 
taking command and control over one-sixth of the nation’s economy has 
energized the platoons on Team Right and Team Left that see economics 
as their primary issue (the importance of primary issues is developed more 
below). Free market advocates see the government intrusion as one that 
will cause disruptions in the supply & demand factors found in medical 
commerce and will therefore lead to shortages, waste, and aberrant pricing. 
Socialist economic thinkers see it as a step in the right direction to provide 
equality in access and service to all citizens regardless of their income 
levels. Virtually all economic discussions now involve the pejorative use of 
“capitalist” and “socialist” by both teams regardless of the exact subject of 
conversation. 


Fight for same-sex marriage & other LGBTG issues (recent): The past 
several years has found increasing efforts both from community members 
and from outside supporters to expand rights and protections for the 
LGBTG people. These efforts have evoked the outrage and indignation of 
the traditional religious platoon of Team Right. As a result of that hostility, 
members of the LGBTG community have found themselves becoming 
members of Team Left. Even if they might tend to agree with Team Right 
members on other issues, say free market economics, they can’t be made 
to feel comfortable with that Team because of their primary issue and the 
resentment they face from certain Team Right members. 


Now we have completed painting a fairly complete picture of an America divided. 
Next let’s take an overall look at who is on what Team and what can be done to 
break apart the team structure completely and get Americans thinking and talking 
again. 
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IN 2015 WHO 
ARE THE KEY 
MEMBERS ON 


EACH TEAM? 





Now that we understand the larger events that led to Team Right and Team Left 
formation, and have looked at many of the smaller ones, as well, let’s look at who 
is on what Team as they are currently configured. 


Team Left Team Right 

¢ “Nth generation Democrats” ¢ “Nth generation Republicans”™ 
¢ Pro-choice ¢ Pro-life 

¢ “Green groups’& climate change activists ¢ Oil & gas supporters 

¢ Minorities ¢ Middle-age white men 

¢ Gun control advocates ¢ Second Amendment supporters 
¢ Animal rights advocates ¢ Hunters 

¢ Activist atheists ¢ Evangelicals/"traditional Christians 
¢ Anti-military ¢ Pro military 

« Academia ¢ Rural America 

¢ Criminal justice reformers ¢ Strong law & order supporters 

¢ Economic “socialists” ¢ Free market thinkers 

¢ Unions ¢ Small business owners 

¢ Pacifists ¢ Military “hawks” 

¢ Open Borders ¢ Strict immigration controls 

¢ Pro Palestinian * Pro Israel 

¢ Feminists ¢ Tea Party “enthusiasts” 

* LBGTG 


¢ Mainstream Press 
¢ Entertainment Industry 


*Refers to people who have always considered themselves to be Republicans or 
Democrats, most often inheriting their party affiliation from long-standing tradition 
within their families, cultural/community influences, religion, etc. They are what they are 
simply because those around them are what they are. 


Reasonable people could offer additions to each side but this would be a very 
representative list. 


The first thing you should notice is that people can belong to more than one group 
so how can they be on different teams at the same time? The short answer is that 
they aren’t. When you sit and talk with people and run through a series of “litmus 
test” issues to determine their opinions (e.g., abortion, capital punishment, tax- 
rates, etc.), what you will find is that people end up identifying with the team that 
embraces the single issue that is most important to them. For example, a person 
who feels the most important issue to them is a woman's right to choose, they will 
tend become part of Team Left even if they agree with Team Right members on 
almost every other issue. 


This Team membership does something very interesting inside of a member’s 
mind when they're confronted with a current event. This is something you can test 
on yourself anytime you learn of a story in the news that makes you become aware 
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of conflict inside your own head as you watch the coverage. Consider this example 
taken from the Ferguson, Missouri shooting mentioned at the beginning of the book: 


During the coverage of the event when TV footage depicted mobs rioting in the 
street and police being the subject of insults and attacks, many people who are not 
necessarily trusting of police officers and who think the police sometimes go too 
far in exercising their authority found themselves almost reflexively jumping to the 
defense of these very same police. Why? Even as they were defending the officers 
they a) didn’t know the facts and b) felt uncomfortable with their own words. 


What was likely happening to those people was that they are fellow “Team” 
members of the law & order group. Perhaps they were free market supporters and 
that is why they are on Team Right. If you asked them about the policing policies in 
large municipalities over a cup of coffee they might express real personal concern. 
However, the police (guys on their team) were being threatened by minorities (on 
the other team) and so they were almost instinctively compelled to support their 
teammates. 


Question: Have you ever found yourself arguing on one side of an issue or news 
story and realized as you were arguing that you weren't even sure if you really 
believed in, or agreed with, what you were saying? If that’s happened to you it’s 
likely because you were arguing for your Team without even thinking about it. 
That shouldn't happen. Every time you argue you should be thinking about it! 


When this happens in a society it is difficult, if not impossible, to have a rational 
debate over issues and events. 


The groups broken out above represent the core “platoons” for each team. Each 
platoon supports the other if it comes into conflict with the other team. When 

a conflict develops between platoons or members of the same team, you can 
actually watch the team leaders create their own “hierarchy” of platoons and it will 
determine how the entire team processes the conflict. The dynamics of “group 
think” are never more plainly seen than they are in such circumstances. 


Because these teams have been developed over such a long period of time and 
so thoroughly cemented as platoons on one team or the other, there is virtually no 
issue that can come up for discussion that does not involve a platoon for one or 
both teams. As a result, there is almost nowhere where common ground can be 
found. Teams play to win whenever they play. 


And Team Right and Team Left are playing in every single game. 
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So far we have made a fairly compelling argument that the terms “right wing” and 
“left wing” as they are commonly used today have little to do with directionality 
and everything to do with two teams relentlessly competing; always seeking 

the win. We have also shown how these terms originated and evolved and how 
people came to find themselves on one team or another. 


If nothing changes the future of the United States looks very bleak. We will never 
have the ability to solve problems because we cant discuss them rationally. 
Ultimately, from the chaos, some form of state-managed “order” will be imposed 
and Americans will find themselves anything but free to enjoy life, liberty, and 
their pursuit of happiness. 


The first thing we need to do is understand the “real” political continuum. By 
calling it “real” it means that it objectively exists. People can try to construct other 
models, either for pseudo-intellectual or propaganda/controlling purposes but no 
matter what they construct there is an actual continuum along which we all move, 
both as individuals and as a nation and we ignore it at our own peril. 


Consider the following representation of the true political continuum: 


The REAL Political Continuum 
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Just outside the far left edge of the continuum we have the “pre- social contract” 
period. The idea of a social contract and what people and their lives were like 
prior to submitting themselves to governance by an authority has been the 
subject of debate between political philosophers for centuries. For our purposes 
that debate is of little interest because whatever the case regarding people's lives 
in a state of nature, we are certainly beyond that at this point. Let's focus on what 
happens as we move across the line and into civilized society. 
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At the far left edge of the continuum is the area that best reflects an environment 
that embraces the “Natural Law” written about by Bastiat and others. As people 
first consent to be governed, the most proximate form of government to “no 
government’ is one where the only laws recognized as legitimate are those 

that do the minimum required to protect life, liberty, and property. This type of 
government would have as little control over the lives of people as possible. In 
contemporary language “libertarians” would be the closest defined group as they 
embrace Natural Law and grant very few, if any, extensions of power beyond 
that to government. But libertarians have given a political party that name and 
since we are trying to change language let's call people at this far left edge of 
the political continuum who place individual freedom and limited government at a 
premium “Individualists.” 


As you move along the political continuum to the right you are making trade-offs 
between individual freedom, choice, and responsibility for more government 
control over areas of life and commerce. Free-thinking and rational individuals 
can have these types of debates. Each such debate should be framed by using a 
similar type of question structure: 


¢ How much of our individual privacy are we willing to give up in allowing the 
government to use surveillance for threat detection? 


¢ How much of our individual income are we willing to part with in order to 
have a societal safety net for the poor? 


¢ How much of personal space are we willing to let police intrude upon in order 
to search for criminals and prevent potential harm to others? 


As we move along this line from left to right we are deciding to trade individual 
control for group control. In a modern society sound arguments can be made that 
many of these trade-offs are reasonable and beneficial, but all of them need to be 
viewed in this context and rationally analyzed. If citizens fail to do so it can lead to 
crossing the inflection point in the continuum (labeled above as Moderates) where 
granting powers to the government to supplement individual rights changes into the 
government substituting its power for, and supplanting, individual rights. 


Let's call people who believe that a society should be managed beyond that 
inflection point on the continuum “Collectivists.” They believe that individual 
choices are “non-optimizing” and the decisions of a small group, or even an 
individual, should be imposed upon all individuals collectively within the society 
for the greater good and for their own good. Of the many problems associated 
with that point of view, none is more perilous than that of their nicely planned and 
optimized society slipping rapidly into a more despotic form of control. 


Once the inflection point is crossed, once you pass the Moderates, a society can 
very rapidly head toward any one of the many forms of state dominations that have 
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plagued mankind for centuries. No matter the structural form of the suppressing 
government, regardless of whether or not it has a religious or secular foundation, 
no matter if it is ruled by a single person or a “star chamber’, the outcome for the 
general population is always the same; slavery and persecution. 


lf it were possible to make every person in the United States today understand 
what was just explained above, we could immediately begin to make progress 
on solving problems and addressing issues. It wouldn't magically make 
everyone want to work together (some people genuinely live and think beyond 
that inflection point and they want to actively attain power and control over 
other people). However, what it would do if people understood the true political 
continuum is clearly expose the motives of those seeking power and control and 
reveal them as for what they really are; Collectivists. Citizens could point at the 
political continuum and say “That person who just spoke is far to the right. Let’s 
be careful of them.” 


Let's summarize some of the key points: 


Individualists are people who primarily embrace Natural law, knowingly 
or otherwise, and want minimal, if any government intervention that goes 
beyond rules protecting life, liberty, and property. 


Collectivists are people who believe that decisions made by a few for the 
many will be more optimal; serve the greater good; and, self-servingly if they 
want to be in control, provide them with power and prestige. 


As you move away from strict adherence to Natural Law you incur trade-offs 
between individual freedom and more group control. 


There is an inflection point at which so much freedom has been surrendered 
that additional powers will be granted to government more swiftly and 
severely. The process is not a linear process. 


Once you cross that inflection point, it becomes easier for an individual, or 
a group of individuals, to capitalize on the fact that the people have already 
surrendered so much freedom that it will be easier to take away the last of it 
and impose some form of tyranny over everyone. 


This progression, which begins at a point of extreme individual liberty at the 

far left and ends in some form of serfdom at the far right, represents a political 
continuum that can be used at the macro level to pinpoint the ideological and/or 
functional location of a nation’s population at any moment in time. Interestingly 
enough, it can also be used at the micro level to track and understand an 
individual’s life. The further someone is to the “Individualist” side of the 
spectrum, the more likely they are to be self-reliant and take responsibility for 
their own lives and actions. As they allow themselves to become more dependent 
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upon others, sliding towards the “Collectivists” side, for their decisions and their 
outcomes, the more likely they are to become dependent and feel like they have 
been victimized by others and are now entitled to some form of assistance. 


As a general rule, whether for a society or for an individual, the nearer you are to 
the “left”, the healthier and stronger you will be. 
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Now that there is an understanding as to the nature and causes of the division 
within America, what can be done to affect change? How can the knowledge be 
put to work to make people understand that they are having the wrong arguments 
in the wrong terms? 


Right now it is hard to reach people and get them to understand new ideas 
because not only are they on a team and taking their team’s position, they likely 
don’t even realize they are on that team! These people need to be re-orientated 
in terms of how they think about the entire political landscape. The starting point 
with this is to ask them one very basic and critical question: 


“In general, do you believe that individuals should be primarily responsible 
for themselves with little or no help or restrictions from groups or 
government, or do you believe that groups or the government should be 
making decisions for individuals and limiting their actions whenever they 
think it’s in the best interest of everyone?” 


When they answer that question you will be able to tell where they are starting 
from on the political continuum. Depending upon where you want them to go, 
now you can figure out how to get them there. 


Another good idea in creating awareness is to ask people what issues really 
matter to them, where they stand on those issues and why. Remember the 
hierarchy process discussed earlier that influences what “Team” people join. If 
you can make people aware of their views in total, you may help them come to 
see that in general they are, say, more Individualists than Collectivist. The 
person who is a member of Team Left strictly because they are “pro-choice” may 
discover that overall they actually embrace natural Law beliefs and that they have 
been voting against individual freedom for years strictly because of that single 
issue. 


Create that kind of awareness in enough people and the entire world can 
change. 


Right now, it is hard to change people’s minds because of their team orientation. 
Have you ever gone to a party with friend where they knew everyone and you 
didn’t? Remember how it felt when they abandoned you at the door and you felt 
completely alone and out of place? That’s how people feel now when they find 
themselves dropped in with the other Team. Remember, they have been competing 
with those people! This can't change until the teams are destroyed completely and 
people begin to look at every issue from the simple perspective of: 


How much of my individual freedom am | willing to give up in order to 
address and solve this problem? 
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So what you need to do at every opportunity, in every engagement you have with 
people discussing politics, economics, and issues, is simple: 


¢ Challenge their use of terms and phrases 
¢ Make them tell you what their terms and phrases mean 


¢ When they show you they don’t understand then you show them what's true! 


Believe it or not, you’re Fighting Marx! 


In the late 1980’s and early 90’s, as the Berlin Wall fell and the Soviet Union 
crumbled, Karl Marx, the intellectual founder of communism, became a bit of a 
punching bag in many circles. Communism had failed! Marx, like Nietzsche’s 
“God” before him, was dead. 


But, alas, the Soviet Union wasn’t a “true” communist state in the first place. Marx 
hadn't failed. He hadn't even been tried yet. 


Marx argued that communism was the inevitable, determinable, final state of a 
matured capitalist system. That’s not what Russia was in 1917 and it is not what 
China was some 30-plus years later under Mao. The United States, however, is 
a matured capitalist economy. If Marx was right, and with the increasing amount 
of individual freedom we have surrendered to big government and to people who 
aggressively attempt to control every aspect of our lives, then the United States 
may be marching along the path towards communism. Have we crossed that 
inflection point in the political continuum? 


Starting with Dickens, every novel written or movie filmed that involves people 
traveling into the future ultimately addresses the same question: Are they seeing 
things that will be or that might be? As you observe the United Sates becoming 
increasingly fractured in the fight between Team Left and Team Right, and drifting 
further along the curve away from the Individualist side to the Collectivist side 
(perhaps heading to Marx’s future), that is the question you should be asking. It is 
also the issue you should be trying to address with every intellectual weapon you 
possess. 


The country’s future, and with it the future of individual freedom hang in the 
balance. 


Change the language, change the world! 
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A note from the author: 

The historical analysis and team construction theory I’ve presented for your 
consideration is something I’ve been working on for years. That said, reasonable 
people can always differ and spirited, informed, and civil debate is always 
worthwhile and fun. | encourage everyone to discuss what they think the team 
structures are, who | might be missing, or who they might think is on the wrong 
team altogether. Also, each of the historical events and epochs | cited has had 
many books written about them. | encourage you to research those events and 
others and decide what other influences have come to form Team Right and 
Team Left. 
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